Some Crucial Distinctions
in Central Brazilian Ethnology

By Davin Maviuury-Liwis

1. Tapuya and Gé

By an accident of geography the fertile lowlands of the east coast of
Brazil ave separated by o high escarpment from the arid and comparatively
i;lllg)sl.>itatlilc cendral plateaw. By an accitdent of history these lowlands were
colonised exclusively — except for the short-lived intrusions of the French and
the Duteh - by Portugal, a country with no large surplus population to serd
into the interior and no compelling motive for exploration of it, once it had
been reported that there was no mineral wealth to be found there, As a result
the story of the tribes which inbabit the platean is virtuadly pu--lnwlm) until
the niiddle of the eighteenth century *,

Uil that time they wuv._l»nuwn to the outside world chiclly throwgh
the unllattering reports of their enemies the coastal Tupf. Marrivs was the
first man to devote scholarly attention to them and to suggest that many of

them belonged te a single linguistic group, which he named the Ges (1807,

1:257-8). He tended to cqua.t{, these Ges {Gé) with the Tapuyos (Tapuya) which
hie took to be a Tupi \ypl neaning “eneimies” or “westerners” (1867, 1:283, 345,
778). This equation persisted in the works of the other great German ethnog-
vaphers of the nineteenth century (voN DEN STEINEN 1880; ErreNrEICH 1894),

No one wrote of the Gé tribes before Marrius, but o nunber of writers
going as far back as the sixteenth century have mentioned the Tapuya. If we

accept that the G¢ were Tapuya or that the Tapuya were Gé, then we must

consider these carlier sources as providing the first information on the Gé
tribes. This would be an important consideration, for it is now fairly well
established that some tribes known as Tapuyw were driven from the Brazilian
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littoral into the interior by the great migrations of the Tupi (SAORES DE Sousa
1938/1587 4, Miitravx 1927).

It is diffhenlt, unfortunately, to estal'ish exactly to whom the term Tg-
puya referred. arlier wricers such as Fernio Carvim (1939/1584), Soarus
pE Sousa (1938/1587) and VasconcurLos (1863/10063) applied il to a'heter-
ogencous array of tribes which had only one thing in common, that they were
not Tupi. In fact Soaris nE Sousa used the term so indiscriminately that he
proL.ably included in this category peoples who were Southern Tupi (ScHuLLir
1913:80). Lowig, in an excellent summary of the literature on the Tapuya,
concludes that Tapuya “is a blanket term like Digger Indian’ or ‘Siwash’ in
North America” and that it “should be eliminated from scientific usage” (1946:
506). In this he is undoubtedly correct, but it still leaves the problem unsolved
as to whether any of the so-called Tapuya tribes could be identified as Gé.

Scavrrer (1913) argued that BARLABUS' Tapuiyace (1647) were not Gé
bui much of the cogency of his paper derives from the fact that he concentrated
on the differential criteria to the exclusion of those traits which suggest simi-
larity between the groeps. The accounts of Dutch travellers who ventured
into the interior during the first half of the seventeenth century when Holland
had a foothold in north-castern Brazii mention a remarkable number of fea-

tures which the Tapuya had in common with the Gé. A certain JacoBus {or

Jonannis} Ransus (or RaBius) is reported to have spent four years among
the Tapuya and later to have acted as official interpreter between them and
Prince MAURICE or Nassau (Barvarvs 1647:258). It is on his descriptions of
Tapuya life that the accounts of BARLEAUS and MARCCRAVE (1648} arc based.

Both state that the Tapuya werc nomadic people who lived by hunting
and on the gathering of roots and wild honey; that they built rude, temporary
shelters to live in, and that they delighted in contests such as running, wrestling
or racing with logs on their shoulders (BArLAXUS 1647:250-1; MARCGRAVE
1648:279-80). MARCGRAVE'S description of log-racing and moving camp could
well have been based on contemporary -observation of a tribe such as the
Shavante, Other traits which the Tapuya of these accounts share (but not

exclusively} with modern G& tribes are the use of the earth oven, the communal

hunt, the custom of shouting dﬂ\’i(t‘ and exhortation to the village at dawn
and at dusk, the custom of groups of young men’s going singing round the
village at dusk and the custom of incising oneself with fish-teeth until the
bicod flows, in order to become strong. -

But the counter indications are also striking. The cl.hnogmphic points
which Scnurrer made against the Tapuya«Gé thesis (1913:84) are not the
most telling ones. Gé Lubu, arc not, for instance, invariably shy of the water.
They do not usually make boats, but perhaps for that reason are generally
excellent swimmers. Nor does it follow that because a Tapuya chief sent men
to meet Roviox Baro on lhorseback (Baro 1651:215), these Tapuya could
not have been Gé. Tt is true that the Gé wore supposed to be ignorant of the

! Wherever two dates ave cited as in this case, the first one refers to the volume
consulted and the second to the actual time at which the picce was written,
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use of horses and that some Shavante were teerificd of then only o decade :Lgu..
But such ignorance or fear can be overcome in a very short space of time by
a group to whom horses become avuilable. 1t is much more significant that,
according to these sonrces, the Tapuya used hammocks which most Gé tribes
have not adopted even to this duy. '

Frurther, the institutions of these Tapuya, as opposcd to thetr mode of
life, seem quite alien to-whal we know of the modern G Thelr chicl, for
exaraple, exercised real authority, both temporal and spiritual in a way quite
unlike the chicfs of moderne GE communities. He cercmonially deflowered
girls at puberty, w custom which has no analogue amonyg the GéE to-day. He
was & shaman and the technique of shamanism among these Tapuya involved
the use and inhaling of tobacco fumes, 4 procedure typical of the Tupi but
unknown amony the GE&, who were ignorant of tobacco. The Tapuya brewed

aleohiolic drinks out of honey, yot the Gé ol today had 110 alcohol of any sort
until Lhey were tempted Lo st drinking the raw spivit which Brazilinn back-
woodsmen brew-{rom sugar-cane in the interior. Nor, as Lowii pointed out
(1940:355), do the horticultural vites described by BarLakus (1047:258) scem
to be consistent with that writer’s own description of the Fapuya as subsisting
on hunting and gathering, and they are certainly not characteristic of any
kuown Gé society. ,

., Table !

Correspondence between Tapuya and Gé traits

Tapuya traits shared  Fapuya traits shared with Gé Tapuya Araits  not  shared
only with G¢ and non-Gé with Gé&
Log-ruces Nomadism Hammocks

Constraction of small shelters Intoxicants
tu live in :

Sommunal hunt ) Tobacco
Delight in running and Ceremonial deftoration of
wrostling virgins by the chief

Preponderance of roots in the dict Shamanistic rites involving
tobacco

Importance of wild honey in the  Huorticultural rites
iet

Earth ovens
Customn of bleeding oneselfl to

. he strong
Custom of shouting advice to Lhe
village at dawn and at dusk
Custom of young men’s singing
round the village

T SR AR
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I have set out these indications in table 1. I conclude from them that
these Tapuya were not identical with the G, though they shared o large namber
of eultural traits with them. An interestis o sassage in HERCKMANS (1879:3006/
1639) offers a clue to the relationship between Tapuya and Gé, He wrote #:

“fhe Tapuya sometines come ont of their Innd Lo the southermnost ronticrs aid
boundaries of Brazii, chiefly whenever the summers are dry, {for (then) they have not
nuch to cal in their own country, whereas they themselves consider the southernmaost
regions of Brazil to be better, healthier and more fraitfuf than their own land .7

This suggests that the Tapuya may well have been expatriates who
thought longingly of the richer forest lands from which they had been driven,
presumably by the migrating Tupi. '

LiEvi-STRAUSs probably had similar considerations in mind when he
wrote (1941 :45): :

“Uherg is no savannal cullure, The savaoad collure is but an ablenuated replica of
the silval. Pre-horticultural people as well as gardeners woeuld have chosen the forest as a
dwelling place, or stuyed in the forest, if ondy they had an opportunity to do so. 11 the
savainals are not in the forest, it is not on account of a savannal culture of their own; it
can only be because they were driven out of it, In this way were the G& driven toward
the interior by the preat migrations of the Tupi” :

While this may be true for the Tapuya discussed above and perhaps also
for the Kaingang in the far south of Brazil (HENRY 1941), it does not seem to
hold for the Northern and the Central Gé. NIMUENDA]U wrote of the Timbira
(Northern Gé) that “the true howe of the Timbira people lies in the arid stéppe:
only there ~ not in the primeval Amazonian forests — was it possible for the
pecutiar Timbira culture to evelve” (1946:2). On the basis of my experience
among the Shavante and the Sherente, T am inclined to agree with him,
Certainly these G peoples are not only expert at exploiting the savinmal, but
express a strong prefercnce for it and for open country in general as opposed
to the forests. Indced their word for close country could also be translated as
“bad country” * The inhabitants of a certain Sherente village which T studicd
in 1955 and re-visited in 1963 were occupying well forested land eminently
suited for cultivation by slashyand-burn techniques, yet they apologised re-
peatedly for “living in the jungle like monkeys"” and not building their villages
out in the open like true Sherente ought to do. Tt so happened that the other
Sherente villages which were still built- out in the open suffered chronically
{rom their insufficient harvests. 1 believe that it was partly duc to their anti-
pathy to the forest that many people deseried the former vilkege, so that it
had only a handiut of inhabitants when [ returned cight years laior.

Et could be argued of course that even i the Gé tribes had been driven
from the coast into the intevior, they would have had plenty of time by now
to adapt themsclves to their new environment. Such an argument would in

V

* My own transtation {from the Dutch.
* Ro wasté-di, from Re “things in general” {here “nature in gencral, countryside”)
4 wastd “horrible”.

Ty
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effect discount modern ethnographic evidence as irrclevant and oblige us to
rely solely on the historical facts of the matter. Yet it is precisely the historical
facts which are in dispute. 1 tend instead to agree with Hagkrn (1952:976)
that there is no evidence either historical or ethnographic which would lead
us to suppose that the G& were driven inlond from the coast. It scems clear
that some tribes were and that certain of these were the ones designated by
the blankel term Tapuya, They in turn were not Gé but were Iocated between
the well documented lupl of the coast and the then vntualiy unknown Gé
of the interior.

2. Shavante and Sherente

"‘fhe Shavante and the Sherente * are now two distinet peoples. There
are about 1500 Shavante (certainly not more than 2000) in eastern Mato Grosso
along the Rio das Mortes and by the headwaters of the Rio Batovi. The 330 odd
remaining Sherente occupy a number of small villages in the municipio of
Tocantinia, between the Tocantins river and the Rio do Sono.

All historians are agreed that the Shavante once lived in what is now the
state of Goids (originally the Province of Goyaz) and that at that time they
were in close touch with the Sherente. The nature of this contact is difficuli to
determine, however. They have been referred to as allied tribes (ALENCASTRE
1865:92-97). The Shavante have been called a sub-tribe of the Sherente
{CastELNAU 1850, 1:352). The Sherente have been described as a sub-group
of the Shavante (Pour 1832:165 and Marrius 1867, 1 :275). 1t has been argued
that they occupied adjoining territories (Pour) and that they occupied the
same territory (Mavros 1875:18-10/1824}; that they were “essentinlly one in
speech amd customy” (NiMuENpajt 1942:2) and that they spoke different
languages (Marrivs 1807, 11:135-142),

In this section I shall try to investigate the nature of the relationship
between Shavante and Sherente, to date their definitive separation, and to
sugpgest the reasons for it, This task is an essential preliminary to a comparative
study of the Gé tribes & and until such an analysis has been undertaken it is
useless o speculate about the processes which might account for the present
differences between Shavante and Sherente institutions. '

The Gé tribes have occupied Central Brazil for as far back as we know
(Mason 1950:288). Yet, since I have argued that the reports en the Tapuya
do not refer to the ¢ proper, we have no historical information about them
earlier than the eighteenth century. They first appear in the chronicles as
offering resistance to the Portuguese pioneers who were opening up the Province
of Goyaz. '

4

* The Brazilian Portuguese spellings of thebc names arc respectively Xavaate or
Chavante and Xerente or Cherente.

5 Such a study is now being carried out under my direction by members of the
Harvard-Central Brazil research project.
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Expeditionries from Sio Paulo founded the city ol Villa Boa de Goyaz

in 1727 and very soon the news of gold in the region started a rush from the
coast. West ol thie city of Goyuaw the proncers clushed with the Kaiapd, noréh
of it they came into condact with the Shavante. Crixds, Trahiras, Agua Quente
andd i nsanber of olher settlements woere established in the 17305 on the odpe
of the territory over which the Shavante runged (see map). In 1730 Goyaz
received a permanent garrison and in 1738 the mining settlement of Pontal
was founded deep in Shavante territory (ALENCASTRE 1864:41-04).

By this time too the settlers were involved in a series of massacres and
counter-massacres with the Kaiapd to the west. They were the Indians who
posed animmediate threat to the eity and to the very existence of the Provinee.
I P70 Anronto Prris o Caspeos led an expedifion against them, together
veith sorne Boraro who L allivd Gremselves wilh the Portuguese, and managed
to chase them away to the west (ALencasTri 1804:78-80). Twenty years lader
there was Hpghting Debween the Sprasiaeds ik the Poctugnese in Malo Grossa

and the Kalupd were frightened back towards Goyaz, where they took up -

their previous fcud with the setticrs (ALENCASTRE 1864:160) and once again
began to figure in despatches as the most dangerous Indians in the arca
(DE MELLO 1920a:61-64/1760).

Meanwhile there is a reference to the Shavante in a letter from the
governor of Goyaz (SAo MicueL 1920:47/1756). Following the customary
'xj)o';é of the scandals, financial and otherwise, of his predecessor’s administra-
tion he mentions an aldeia © established no less than 200 leagues {about 1200kin)
north of Villa-Boa. de Goyaz, which requires protection from the Shakriaba,
the Akroa and the Shavante. Four years later the Shavante are bracketed
with the Kaiapo as threatening the Province from the west (br MrLLo 1920Dh:
72/1760) and during the Tollowing decade they harassed and attacked most of
the settlements of the region, fram Thezouras in the south right up to Pontal
and Matangas in the north, whose inhabitants were massacred four times
(pr MELLo 1920¢/1762; 19204/1764; 1920¢/1765 and ALMeIina 1R VASCON-
CELLOS 1920:90/1774). So persistent were their depredations that the governor
of Goyaz hinted darkly that the Spanish Jesuits were instigating them (bg
Merro 1920¢:83/1762). & 1773 a punitive expedition was sent against them
to relieve the pressure on Ponial, but it was amibushed and its leacer killed
(Swva E Sousa 1874:456/1812).

NimugENDA)U has pointed out that this violent h()stllliy was not the
senscless barbarity which some writers (e. g, S1Lva £ Sousa 1874/1812) held
it to be. Contemporary conditions in Goyaz and the type of pioneer who was
attracted to the goldfictds made it virtually impossible for the Ludians to have
peacenble velations with the whites, ALincastio sums np the period when he
writes (1864:328, this translation taken Irom NIMUENDAJU 1942:6-7):

e s e e )

¢ The Portuguese word aldeia means approximately “village”. It was used by
writers until the nineteenth century in the special sense of a village whére Indians had
been settled by the administration, and it has this meaning throughout this papoer.

i3
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“Fhe newly discovered arcas are battleliclds on which gangs try to exterminate cach
ofher for a few (athoms of land if they surmise a vein of ore. The new settlers commit
deads so inhiain that the erelly of the saovages canooel bhewr comparison witln it Never
wis the clerical pasture g administeresd b more degenernte priests nor have cver
Sheen seen missionaries of worae chivacter in apostolic capacity,”

~ o The proof that these hostilities were Fugely Torced on the Tudians by
the settlees lies n the fact that whenever the central administration made an
cffort to win over the natives it was almost invariably successiul. We have
scen that the Bororo were prepared Lo campaign with the Portuguese against
the Kadapo, by the cnd of the 70%s krge numbers of Radapd were willing o
march with the Portuguese against tll- sShavante. The experiment of trying

to befriend the Kuiapd had ted to the foundation of the aldeia Maria 1, where

large numboers of the tribe hid been settted i 1778 (Siva & Sousa 1874:459),
So, when the Shavante attacked the road to the sall mines between Crixds
and Salinas in 1784 and the usual frantic appeals for help reached the governor
in Govaz, he decided to send out an expedition to bring the Shavante in and
resettie them. ) '

The expedition was accompanicd by a number of Kaiapo allies who, it
was hoped, would be able to act as interpreters. 1t contacted the Shavante
who were understandably suspicious of its motives, especially as they were
expecting reprisals for their last attack. Its commander soon saw that he was
unable to persuade any of them to accompany him, so he had his Kaiapé
auxiliaries capture a lone Shavante and some women and took them back
with him to Goyaz (Fremri 1951:13-15/1790).

These Shavante were made much of at the capital. The man was l)dptl%ccl
with the pame of the governor himself (Tristdo da Cunha Menezes). He returned
the following year to his astonished compatriots who had never expected to
see him again and was from that time onwards the most important agent of
the Portuguese with his own people.

Even so, the Shavante suspicions died hard. Tristdo kept his first rendes-
vous with the Portuguese near Amaro Leite in 1786 only to tell them that he
still hoped to persuade his people to come in and accept resettlement. He
suggested that the gowmment start preparing an «ldeia for them to occupy
the following year. The govelior kept his part of the bargain and in 1787 he
sent yet another expedition to meet the Shavante near Amaro lLeite. This
time a large body of Shavante tried to take the troops unawares m the hope
of wiping them out.

A curious light is cast on these plotmctcd negotiations by FREIRE'S
report that Shavante suspicions of the Portuguese were encouraged at this
time by some of the Akrod Indians 7 who had accomapanicd the expedition as
interpreters (1951:10/1790). This offers w striking pavallel with the difficulties
of the Brazilian Indian Protection Scrvice in trying to establisk peaceful
relations with Shavante groyps in the twentieth century. At that time their

T The Akroda were closely related linguistically to the Shavante and the Sherente
{sce NiMuENDAJG 1942:1-2). They became extinet in the late cighteenth century.
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Sherente interpreters did more harm than good. A passion and a talent for
intrigne seem to be characteristic of the Central Gé &

Eventually 38 warriors weve persuaded to return with the expedition and
see for themselves, oo the understanding that they would go back for the rest
of their people the following year. Meanwhile a certain Captain Josi nE MiELLo
E Casrro had been sent up north to establish a customs post on the Tocanting
river and prevent gold being taken downstream to the Province of Pard. He
was disconcerted to find 2000 Shavante all preparing to accept the governor’s
offer of rescttlement. He managed to convince them that he had been sent
there especially to meel them and assigned one of his dragoons to guide them
south. Then he hastily despatched a messenger to warn the governor of what
was happening (Freire 1951:16-17/1790).

The governor was acutely embarrassed. These Shavante, plus those
expected to arvive from Amare Leite, would overburden his exchequer and
could nol satistactorily be litted into the new aldeie prepared for e ad
Carretéio. He therefore sent an officer north as fast as he could go. Fis orders
were to guide the Shavante through the Province by trails which circumnavi-
gated the settlements so as to avaid terrifying the inhabitants and perhaps
provoking incidents. He was also to split up the group, sending some to Salinas
and bringing the rest to the new aldeie at Carretiio. But he got there too late.
The Shavante were already in Pilar and Lhoy refused point blank to split up,
saymg that they bad come to live with the whites not to be cxiled in Salinas,
WhICh was an unhealthy spot and infested with mosquitos. (ALENCASIRL 1864

lhe mhabltantb of Lroya/, were somewhat dismayed when they realised
that such a large number of Shavante were about to descend on them. They
had had a particularly lean year in 1787 and they did not know how they were
going to leed so many extra mouths, even i the Indians did turn out to be
friendly. The governor gave strict instructions that the Indians were not to
be allowed into the city which, for all its titular pomp, was little more than
a village and was poorly garrisoned at that. They were to be settled at Carretio
and their leaders granted a state reception in Goyaz. He was even prepared
to go out personally apd bar their way should his officers not succeed in
preventing the Shavante from entering the city (Frzire 1951:18/1790).

. In the event the Shavante settled peacefully into Carretdo and their
leaders were given as impressive a reception in the name of the Portuguese
sovereign as the governor could improvise.. The story that .the Shavante
descended on Goyaz and had to be expelled by force (Sinvio na Fonskca
1951:10) is clearly incorrect. 1t is difficult to see who could have expelled them
without a major battle and anyway SiLvio pa FFONSECA is twenty years out
in dating the episode.

The beginnings of the settlement at Carretdo were inauspicious. An
cpidomic of measj.‘cs immediately killed off a large number of Indians? and

s AsTshall show in my forthcoming monographs on the Shavante and the Sherente.
Y ‘The number varies between 120 and 400 in the different accounts.
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many others fled to escape the infection, Lader, since Carretdo was overbur~
dened as the governor had always known it would be, many Shavante were:.
transferred Lo Salinas aonyway. By the ead of the cighteenth contury some
Shavante groups may cven have renewed wucir hostility. According to AUDRIN
(1947:214) they were scourging the north of Goyaz at that time, as can be seen
from the contemporary records from Carmo which contain many such cntries as:
“Sp-and-so died without sacraments, as he died at the hands of the Xauante i
savages” . Worse still, when MANUEL DE MENEZES travelled upriver from
Pard to Goyaz he found the inhabitants of Salinas entirely without provisions.
The only food to be had in the region was some maize, brought in by a few
Shavante who worked at some distance from the settlement (MANUEL bE |
MiNEzES 1920:110/1801). If the Salinas experiment had alveady failed by :
1800, the larger one at Carretio was little more successful. By the 1820's its
numbess had dwindled to little morethan 200 discontented Sh(lVrl!]tL (MaTTOS "
FE7127300 824 and Pow, 1832:31-2).

- While the aldeda system continued to exist simply as a bureancratic : i
hang-over, . the old pattern of Shavante-white hostility was resumed. The
Shavante were involved in the razing of Santa Maria do Araguaia in 1813
(ALENCASTRE 18064:92-97) and Martius reported that they were fierce and
hostile at the time of his 'travels in 1817-20 (Mart1us 1867:270).

It is only at this time, or in writings which refer to this time, that the
nante Sherente appears in the literature. There is, so far as I can discover, no
reference to them before 1800. It might be supposed that they occupicd the :
territory in the far north of the Province, bordering on Maranhio, and that oo
therefore the Portuguese chroniclers. of the early eighteenth century had only i
heard of the more southuly ‘::lnv inte; but such an assumption docs not bear
historical scrutiny. i

GongaLvo Pags and Mawuvin Branpio explored both banks of the
Tocantins as far as its confluence with tHe Araguaia as carly as 1669 (CASTELNAU
1850-1:108), In 1673, I’ascoar Paes pg Aravjo travelled down the Tocanting
on a slave raid as far as lat. 42 S (approximately) and even provoked a counter . .
expedition from the north to defend the jurisdiction of Pard (CasTELNAU
1850-1:108). The entire course of the Tocantins was navigated in 1723 (N :
MUENDAJU 1939:2). In 1741 thére were reports of much gold in the region of N
the Rio do Sono and the country between the Rio Tocantins and the Rio
Manuel Alves Grande was therefore thoroughly explored (ALENCASTRE 18064 ‘
84). This is the heart of what all writers agree is “Sherente country” and to
this day the Shercnte are located between the Tocantins and the Rio do Sono
around lat. 99 S. The customs post on the Tocantins near Pontal, which one i
of Tristao pa Cunna Munizes' officers was busy founding when he blundered i
inte the Shavante, has alrcady been mentioned. In 1797 this post was trans- .
ferred to the confluence of the Araguaia and the Tocantins (CastrLnav 185041 i
110). 1t is therefore certainhyitat the banks of the Tocantins from the mouth
of the Rio (lo Sono right up to the confluence with the Araguaia had been terra

¥ My translation from the Portuguese. -
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cognite 1o the Portuguese for at least @ century helore the Sherenle, as opposed
to the Shavante, were mentioned in thete chivonicles at all,
10 is Grue that Manrius mentions (h
aldeia ot Dhare fo asices o 1789 (18067, 1:277) hut e does not cile the source
I hivve been unable (o coulirm it

¢osherente as having redueed the

Irorn which e took the infornation
AvEncasTrr writes of Kaiapd and Sherente paddlers in the Hotille of canoes
that made the st commerciad deseent of the Araguala-Toennting to Pard
(£865:30-40); Tt this was in 1800, These Tadians were said to come from Sio
Jost de Mossasnedes, where the Kadapd Liad been setiled, and from Curretiw.
This s the Grst indication that there were any Sherente in the aldeias. Previcus-
Iv e had always veferred to the hudiang setiled at Carrctdo as Shavante. e
ddoes speciliend]y stiete thak three allicd inibes - Sherente, Shavante and Karaja
took part in the attack on Santa Maria do Arvageia (1865:9:2-97) 5 but one may
well wonder if ALENCASTRE was not himsel! rather confused about them. On
page 94 hie refers tooaoman as Shavante and oo the following page refers to
the sune individual as o Sherente.

\WVith the exception of Avrencastie’s unreliable reports, all accounts
agree that, broadly speaking, the Shavante occupied the country Lo the west
of the Tocanting, while the Sherente voamed the nds to the cast. Marrius,
following Castrrnauv, located the Sherente on the cust bank of the Tocantins
from Peixe downstream as far as Caroling (Marrius 1807, 1:270; CastinLyau
1B50-1,11:116) and added that their villages were scattered throughowt the
country betwesn the Lageado rapids and the Rio das Balsas. This conftirms
SiLva 1 Sousa’s report (1874 :460/1812) locating thain between the same rapids,
where they were accustomed to ambush bravellers, and Dure in the vast,
According to hoth Martros and Casyeinaco they were feared as wild and
dangerous nemads right into the states of Maranhio, Phod and Balhta, How-
ever, in the region of the Toeanting, that central artery of Goyaz, the Shavante
and the Sherente were clearly diflicult to distinguish. :

We have scen that Castirnau thought the Shavante were a sub-tribe
of the Sherente. PoHL, on the other hand, stated that in 1819 the Sherente no
longer existed as a distinct people. Instead he gave a location for the Shavante
which extended right over into what ofer writers had calied Sherente territory.
Finally he wrole that the Slvante were known as Sherende in the cast neu
Duro. Marros had had somce dealings with the Sherente and had personally
settied some of them into an aldefe at Graciosa; yet even be could not be very
precise abouat the difference between Shavante and Sherente. He claimed that
they were different polities and therefore lived in different villages, but that
both tribes occupied the same territory (1875:18-19/1824). Marrius' version
was somewhat different again. He wrote of the Shereute {1867,1:275): " These
Indinns may conveniently he regarded as the eastern outposts or fringes ol the
Stavante. They themselves acknowlegde that they are related to them and
seem to have broken away from them only a short while ago” V.

The sources ali indicate, then, that there was some difference between the

ATy translation from the German.
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sherente and the Shavante in the carly mineteenth century, bt they differ
as to the nature of this difference. Contemporary ethnouraphic repurts de not
redpe They are so sparse s (o be useless as eriteria for establishing such distine-
tions. Besides, 1t seems to have struck meo.o contemporary and subsequent
writers that Shavante and soerente customs were indistinguishable, Mawiius
used comparadive vocabularies (o show that Shavante and Sherente were
separate languages of the GE Tamily (1867 11:135-142). T have analysed these
vocabularies in the tight of my knowledge of Sherente and Shavante as they
are spoken to-day and come to the conclusion that there is an extraordinarily
high degree of correspondence between them (Maviurv-Lewrs, in press). In
fact, on the evidence of these lists alene it is not possible to say that the two
tribes were imguistically discrete at the beginning of the nincteenth century.

All that it is possible to establish is that these tribes were at that tine
virtually indistinguishable in speceh and custom, but that they constdered
themselves to be distinet polittes and were recognized as such by travellers aond
chroniclers. Lt seerns likely, therefore, that Marrius is right and that the schism
between the Shavante and ‘the Sherente was of comparatively recent date in
1817-20. .

Sinee then they bave drawn further and [urther apart till, about the
mickdie of the nincteenth eentury, the Shavante crossed over to the western
side of the Araguain river, The separation of the tribes and the dramatic anti-
thesis of their subseguent histories — with the Shavante hostile and remote in
the unexplored regions of Mato Grosso, while the Sherente remained peaceably
swrrounded by settlers in northern Gotds — has given rise to much romantic
speculation about the reasons for the Shavante withdrawal.

| hiave already argued that the Shavante are unlikely to have harboured
@ traditional cumily against the seltlers on the grounds ol w Ivcible expulsion
from Villa Boa de Goyaz in the late cighteenth century. Many writers have
talen the view, hewever, that their hostility was due {o the maltreatinen
they had sufleved in the aldeias. Certainly the tale of misdeeds and mismanage-
ment in these settloments made this an attractive hypothesis. The clearer
aiglted administrators of the Provinee of Goyaz i the nineteenth century were
well aware of the deliciencles of the aldeia system and on occasion published
summaries of them without managing to get anything done aboul it Bagara
(IS 348) sugpested that the Shavante aldeias failed because they were
established in a region which the Indians did not know and could not exploit,
mstead of much (urther north between the Tocanting and the Araguain where
they could always have taken care of thenmiselves, He [urther pointed out that
the a priori reasons customarily involked to account for the fuilure of the alderas
m general (that Indians were barbarians, incapable of sedentary existence) did
not always apply. 1f some aldeias suceeeded where others faited, then it must
be because of special contingent circumstances, not heciuse of any iuherent
defect in the system or in th e Indian character.

Some of these circumstances were admirably summed up in a report
by the Director-general of Indians in Goyaz {(Mava:1857) which specifically
attributes the failures at Carretio and Salinas to the following causes:
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“Tla choice of nnsoitable locations which neither favoured Lhe customs whicle the
Tudians acguire nor were endowed with the resowrces which they had in their primitive
villages; the lack of o really religious, intelligent and paternal administration; {inally
the cruelties to which the Indians of he Hest of these two aldeias were subjected and the
perseeations whic o were similarly practised a lew years ago by cortain subordinate

olliciads on bolh vivers’

Finalty, the most compelling reason for the extinelion of the afderes was
the fact thet durcing the niocteenth century the Indians in what had come (o
be the State of Gobs beenne less and less of a foree to be reckoned with and
more and more of a nuisance to be dealt with. The aldeda system was defended
i the eighteenth century as being politically astute, T4 furned enemies into
fricids and swelled the number of “settlers” in the Province. By the middle of
the nincteenth centory il bad comre 1o be regarded as an unnecessary dradn
onr Lhe puldic purse, and 11 was aliacked as meradly wrong in that iU encouraged
Indians to live in idleness as governent wards instead of fending {or them-
selves. The financial aspect of this fransition has been docamented from the
state archives by LincoLN DE Souza (1953:14-15). He shows how interest in
and support for the daédeies in particular and the Indians in general steadily
deckined, untl in (905 the state of Gotis altoecated the equivalent of approxi-
mately UL 508 300000 its annual budget to all Indians resident there.

The withdrawal of the Shavante cannot, however, be explained in terins
ol the alderas alone. Not all Shavante were rescttled and some Indians, such
as the Sherente, may have been inveolved in the resettlement without retreating
wsto implacable hostility.

NIMUENDA)U, who subscribed to the theory of Shavante rancour stem-
nung from the aldeias, argued that the Sherente were only involved shghtly,
ial all, i these expoerimients (1942:6-7); bul this is by no means certan. Sinee
(e mane Shessnfe only appears ine the Hteradure aller the estallishiment
the alderas 3t as quate possible thal some Indians resettled as Shavaete would
hiave been called Sherente o century later. [n fact some nineleenth century
writers, and not only ALincastre, do mention Sherente as well as Shavante
in the notorions aldeia at Carretdo (Lustosa 1886:38/1827; Brasn. 1927:198).

ters Turther elear that the crueltics perpetrated against the Indians were
not couliaed to thost resident in the aldedas. The Sherente are again a case in
potnt. Colonel Lustosa who disliked them heartily wrole in 1827 that they
were customarily treated with inhuman cruelty (1886:30-38). GARDNER reported
that they were uncompromisingly hostile at the time of his travels (1830-41)
and that they terrorized the region between the Tocantins and Do, being
feared even in Piaul and Bahi (1846:293-300, 315-320),

Let us summarize the evidence so far. The names Shavante and Sherente
refer to a body of Ladians in vovthern and central Goids. There are no satis-
factory criteria which enable us to distinguish Shavante from Sherente at the
turn ol the elghteenth cenfury. Neverthebess adl the sourees are agreed that suel
adistinetion could and should be made. Generally speaking, references to the

2 My translation [rom the Portuguesc.
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Shavante concern Lodians of this group to the west of the Tocanting while
references to the Sherente concern Indians of {his group to the east of it. The
Shavante-Sherente were persistently hostile to the Brazilians from the mid
cighteenth century to the middle of the no.cteenth, although there were short
wterludes when amicalie relations were established withe some of them. Ad
some time in the nincteenth century the Shavante abandoned their habitat
and moved sonth westwards into Mato Grossao.

As for the Sherende, it will be remembered that Mawrios thoughit that
they had only recently separated from the Shavante in 1817-20, He was also
ol the opinion that the - had “not very long ago” pushed eastwards cutl of
the central part of thew territory (1867 1:277). NImUuENDAJU quoted Sherente
tradition to the cffect that they had once lived to the cast of their present
habitat and that they had therefore repeatedly invaded the region to the cast
of them until the middie of the nineteenth C’Cﬁtl.ny {(L942:94). It seems then that
the Sherende were tnvolved in an castward movement at abont the same time
as the Shavante were moving westwards. In effect, both tribes were moving

away from the Tocantinsriver in the carly nineteenth century. Since the river
was the main artery of colonization in the Province and the colonists founded
their settiements on or near to it, L suggest that the Indian withdrawal from

this arca was a sinple response to the influx ol outsiders,

: The Sherente could not move castwards indefinitely, The colonists were
not vnly occupying Goyaz from the south along the Tocantins, but they were
also coming in two other streams, one westwards across Bahia and the other
north westwards across the corner of Piaoi to that part of Maranhido which lics
cast of the Tocantins and the Manuel Alves Grande. The Sherente were probalbly
hemmed into a region roughly corresponding to the triangle between the Tocan-
tins and the Manuel Adves Grande.

The Shavante en the other haud conld and did rvetreat into the virgin
lands to the west. [t is quite likely that they finally crossed the Araguaia river
in order to get away from the settlers, who were now too numerous for them
aud were progressively controlling all the lands between the Tocanting and
Ui Araguiia.

The riddie of Shavante intractability proves thus to have asimple answer,
They could maintain their !u;stility simply because they were geopraphicatly
able Lo do so. The Sterente, hemmued inas they were, were obliged (o seek some
godus wivendd with thelr wwveleome neiphbours, 16 s even possible that the
very distinction bebween shavante and Sherente was areated in this way,
namely by an undifferentiated group of (Shavante/Sherente} bndians being
split into westerners und casterners by the pattern of colonial settlement along
the Tocaniins ad subsequently kept apart by the interposition of the colouists,

One ol my shavante texts ¥ deseribes how in the old days Thie Shavvaule
lived cheek by jowl with the whites; bul when o settler seduced o Shavante

Y This was laken down by o Shavante who had been traioed by the Blission at Sio
Marcos, Mato Grosso, Lam particulacly grateful to a lay brother, Avamnerr e, for
paking it available 1o me,

Anthropos 60, 1963 i
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womat, the fndians became afraid that they would be killed and their women
stolen fromn theon They therefore fled by night. Liter, as they were crossing

"o huge manatee surfaced separating those on the far Iank from

a big river t
those on the .oear bank, Those on the far bank went on, but those on the near
bank returned and were absorbed by the settlers. Similarly an Apinayéiegend
relates how the Apinayé {western Timbira) acquired their separate identity
by crossing the Tocanting and therchby losing touch with the eastern Timbirva
(NIMOENDAJU 1939:169-170). Whether or not there is any truth in these storics,
they attest to the fact that, 1n the mind of these peoples the Tocanting was
a major divide.

It rematns for us Lo lry and date this process of separition and witl-
drawal, Livcors pi Souza mentions that the first Shavante arrived in the
aldeia of S0 Jonquim de Jamimbu near Salinas in 18488 (1953:10-11). iiis
stadement s supported by Mava (I1857) who wrote that the Shavante were
“new arrivals’ in the addeda. We have scen that the Shavante woere reported
in and around Salinas ever since the mid eighteenth century, so the influx of
new arrivals it the 1840's was probably connected with a general westward
migration around that time. On the other hand there are w number of references
to the Shavante as heing much further to the north and cast during the st
half of the nineteenth century. Risuiro states that the Sherente and the
sShavante harassed Maranhio from the region of the Manuel Alves Grande in
1819 (1874:64-60) and that around this time both tribes werc located along
“the Tocanting from Pontal down lo the mouth of the Manuel Alves Grande
(1870:37). We have scen that Matros placed the Shavantc by the Tocanting
m 1325, CastinNau Jocated them between the Tocantins and the Araguain,
1844 where they are supposed to have clashed with the Apinay¢ who aceupiod
the trinagle at the junction of the rivers near Boa Vista (L850, 111 14-6). Some
doubt is cast on his reliability, however, by his story that the Gavides Trom east
of the Tocuutins at Uus latitude were treating with the Apinayd Lo permit them
to cross the river and thus cscape the attacks of the Shavante (1650,11:17-18).
If the Shavante were where he first located them, then the Gavides would have
been moving towards them by crossing the river. It is more likely that they
were trying to decape the Sherente, whom most authorities have as scourging
this part of Maranhiio. Nevertheless Casternau’s 1844 reference is the last
notice of the Shavante in this general region.

YT his river is referred to as 7 wawd, meaning simply “Big river”. It is nowadays
the Shavante designation for the Rie das Mortes, The Sherente use the same term (Ke
wand) however 1o reler (o the Tecantins, Clearly then it applies to (he major river in the
habitat of the speaker. | leel it is unlilely that 12 wewé in Uthe text vefers Lo Lhe Rio das
Mortes. The story describes o time long past when the Shavante were moving Llowards
their present habitat, yet the Rio das Mortes is part of that habitat. Furthermore the
Shavante are accustomed to crossing it and do not sce it as a serious obstacle, They must
also have crossed the Arvaguada on their westward exodas, bt this river is sUll Tamiliar Lo
them and thetr name lor il s /9 prd “Red river™, 10 scems most likely then that the river
in question is the Tocantins and that the story alludes to a division of the tribe such as the
one between Shavante and Sherentel”
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Adter that they presumably moved west, but it is some time before they
are mentioned as being i Mato Grosso, The reports of the Directors-general
of Indians in Mato Grosso {(Frrrima 1846, Vigmra 1853; Ouiviira 1858
Buranbiv 1872) malks no mention ol teibes in the cast of that state which
could be identified as Shavante. This is inconclusive since even Lo (his day the
communications of custern Mato Grosso are with the state of Goids rather than
with the state capital at Caiabd. The Shavante had managed to move into
a no-nenys-hakd too Tar west (o be controlled from Goids and too far cast to
be controlied by Mato Grosso.

Their whercabouts were known again by the middle of the century,
SkGISMUNDO DE TAGGIA, a missionary from Salinas, sailed up the Rio das
Mortes i an attempt to contact them, but the details of his expedition are
wripped inomystery and conlusion, According to Couro s MacaLnies he
went in 1854 and returned without meeting any Shavante (1938:197/1863).
Prriira pa Cunea claimed, in a report delivered to the legislative assembly
of Goids in 1850, that Tacara sent an cnmiissarvy to one of the Shavante villages,
and that the man was turned back, being told that the Christians ' were very
wicked and had inflicted numerous tortures on the Shavante in Carrctilo,
This fourth-hand report scems too highly cotowred to be frue, although it is
just possthle that Tacera’s parly might have come up with some renegade
Shavante with whom they could communicate, At all events, by 1802 the
Shavantce were well enough known in those parts for Couro beE MacarLnies
to be told m Aruand that smoke to the south meant Kaiapd, smoke to the
north Canocivo and stmeke to the west meant Shavante (1938:99/1803).

It scems then that the separation of Shavante and Sherente occurred
in the fivst two decades of the mineteenth century, but that they continued to
live 1 close proximity o cach other for at teast another twently years. In the
IS the Shavante were probably already moviog westward  en wasse,
although there is still a reference to them as being in the north of Goids. Finally
in 1802 they are located in vastern Mato Grosso and we have at last an indis-
putable criterion for distinguishing between Shavante and Sherente - a dis-
tance of 500 kilometres,
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